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In this paper, we investigate the cosmological implications and constraints of Weyl-type f(Q, T)
gravity. This theory introduces a coupling between the non-metricity Q and the trace T of the
energy-momentum tensor, using the principles of proper Weyl geometry. In this geometry, the scalar
non-metricity Q, which characterizes the deviations from Riemannian geometry, is expressed in its
standard Weyl form V,g,5 = —wugsp and is determined by a vector field wy. To study the im-
plications of this theory, we propose a deceleration parameter with a single unknown parameter y,
which we constrain by using the latest cosmological data. By solving the field equations derived from
Weyl-type f(Q,T) gravity, we aim to understand the behavior of the energy conditions within this
framework. In the present work, we consider two well-motivated forms of the function f(Q, T): (i)
the linear model represented by f(Q,T) = «Q + %T, and (ii) the coupling model represented by
f(Q,T) = 6H—%KZQT, where a, B, and 7y are free parameters. Here, K2 = ﬁ represents the gravita-
tional coupling constant. In both of the models considered, the strong energy condition is violated,
indicating consistency with the present accelerated expansion. However, the null, weak, and domi-
nant energy conditions are satisfied in these models.

Keywords: Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity, FLRW metric, energy conditions, and deceleration parame-

ter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent astrophysical observations from various
sources, such as type la supernovas [1, 2], cosmic
microwave background anisotropies [3, 4], large-scale
structures [5, 6] and baryon acoustic oscillations [7, 8]
have provided strong evidence for the accelerating
expansion of the Universe in the present epoch. This
intriguing phenomenon is attributed to the dominance
of a mysterious energy component, known as Dark
Energy (DE), which possesses a large negative pres-
sure. While General Relativity (GR) is the standard
theory of gravity, it has not yet provided a satisfactory
explanation for the nature and origin of DE.

To address this issue, numerous alternative models
have been proposed within the framework of modified
theories of gravity. One such approach is f(R) grav-
ity, where the traditional Einstein-Hilbert action is mod-
ified by replacing the curvature scalar R with an ar-
bitrary function of R [9-11]. Another alternative the-
ory is f(T) gravity, which considers the torsion scalar
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T in the teleparallel approach [12-16]. In addition,
Gauss-Bonnet f(G) gravity [17] and f(Q) gravity [18]
are among the other alternative theories of gravity that
have been explored. The motivation behind these mod-
ified theories of gravity lies in the search for a suitable
candidate that can account for the observed cosmic ac-
celeration and provide a deeper understanding of the
nature of DE.

The teleparallel approach to gravity offers an alterna-
tive perspective on describing the gravitational proper-
ties of spacetime. In this approach, the metric tensor
gup, Which is traditionally used in GR, is replaced by
a set of tetrad vectors ¢/. These tetrad fields give rise
to torsion, which can fully account for gravitational ef-
fects, replacing the need for curvature. This formulation
leads to the development of the Teleparallel Equivalent
of GR (TEGR), also referred to as f(7) gravity theory.
The TEGR theory was initially introduced in [19, 20].
and has since gained recognition as a viable framework
for understanding gravity. In f(7) gravity, the torsion
plays a central role, providing a new perspective on the
nature of gravitational interactions. In teleparallel or
f(T) type theories, the presence of torsion precisely can-
cels out the effects of curvature, resulting in a flat space-
time. This intriguing feature distinguishes these theo-
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ries from others and highlights their unique characteris-
tics. One notable advantage of the f(7) gravity theory
is that its field equations are second-order differential
equations.

Recently, a novel approach has emerged, shifting the
focus of gravitational interactions to the non-metricity
Q of the metric [18]. Furthermore, the exploration of
the non-metricity Q of the metric has led to the devel-
opment of a new geometry known as Weyl's geometry.
In Weyl’s geometry, the gravitational effects arise not
from the rotation of the angle between two vectors dur-
ing parallel transport, but rather from the variation in
the length of the vector itself, which mathematically de-
scribes as Quap = Vyugap # 0. This unique perspective
shifts the focus to the intrinsic properties of the vectors,
revealing that changes in vector length play a funda-
mental role in describing gravitational phenomena. This
innovative gravitational framework, known as the Sym-
metric Teleparallel Equivalent of GR (STEGR) gravity,
was first introduced in [21]. Over time, it has evolved
into the f(Q) gravity theory, also referred to as coinci-
dent GR or nonmetric gravity, as documented in [18]. In
the last two decades, extensive research has been con-
ducted to explore the geometric and physical aspects of
STEGR gravity, and recent years have witnessed a surge
in interest in this theory [22-27]. For a comprehensive
overview of teleparallel gravity, refer to Ref. [28].

The f(Q,T) gravity represents a generalization of
f(Q) gravity, where the trace of the energy-momentum
tensor T is taken into account [29]. This extension al-
lows for the incorporation of additional effects arising
from exotic imperfect fluids or quantum phenomena,
which can introduce dependence on T. The cosmolog-
ical implications and reconstruction of f(Q,T) gravity
have been extensively investigated in recent literature,
aiming to understand the impact of these modifications
on the dynamics of the Universe and to explore their
compatibility with observational data. In this study [30],
the authors investigate the effects of perturbations on
the cosmological dynamics within the context of f(Q, T)
gravity. They analyze the behavior of linear perturba-
tions in the early and late Universe, aiming to under-
stand the impact of f(Q, T) gravity on the evolution of
cosmological structures and the generation of observ-
able features. The authors of [31, 32] explore the be-
havior of inflationary models in the context of f(Q,T)
gravity and examine their compatibility with observa-
tional constraints. Narawade et al. [33] investigated the
cosmological implications of this theory by constructing
a specific accelerating cosmological model. Using the
dynamical system analysis technique, the authors study
the evolution of the cosmological model and analyze its

stability and attractor behavior. They explore the pa-
rameter space of the model and identify the regions that
lead to accelerated expansion, consistent with the obser-
vational data on the accelerating Universe (please see
also [34]).

In this study, we investigate a specific formulation of
the f(Q, T) gravity theory, focusing on the non-minimal
coupling between the non-metricity Q and the trace T
of the matter energy-momentum tensor. Our analysis
is conducted within the framework of the proper Weyl
geometry, where we adopt a specific expression for the
non-metricity Q derived from the non-conservation of
the divergence of the metric tensor, V8,5 = —wygup-
By using this approach, we are able to describe the non-
metricity in terms of a vector field wy, in conjunction
with the metric tensor. In other words, the non-metricity
is fully determined by the magnitude of the vector field
wy,. This formulation is known as Weyl-type f(Q,T)
gravity [35]. Through this approach, we aim to explore
the constraints and implications of the energy condi-
tions in Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity theory, with its spe-
cific coupling between the non-metricity and trace of
the matter energy-momentum tensor. Yang et al. [36]
derived the Newtonian and post-Newtonian limits of
Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity. This analysis helps in obtain-
ing constraints imposed by Solar System-level gravity
on the theory and on the properties of the Weyl vec-
tor. Additionally, constraints from other astrophysical
observations can also be derived using the Newtonian
limit. Also, the authors investigated various aspects
of Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity, including geodesic devia-
tion, the Raychaudhuri equation, and tidal forces within
this framework. Koussour [37] introduces a model-
independent approach within the framework of Weyl-
type f(Q, T) gravity to study the crossing of the phan-
tom divide line. By considering the non-metricity Q
and the trace T of the matter energy-momentum ten-
sor, the author investigates the behavior of the phan-
tom divide-line in a linear cosmological model. In this
study, our main objective is to investigate the behavior
of various energy conditions within the framework of
the Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity theory. Energy conditions
hold great significance in cosmology, black hole ther-
modynamics [38], and singularity theorems [39] within
the realm of GR. They provide different criteria for en-
suring the positivity of the energy-momentum tensor in
the presence of matter and the attractive nature of grav-
ity. These energy conditions are derived from the Ray-
chaudhuri equation [40], which exhibits their purely ge-
ometric nature and requires the energy density to be
positive in order to maintain the attractive nature of
gravity. In their comprehensive work, Capozziello et



al. [41] extensively examined the concept of general-
ized energy conditions in extended theories of gravity.
They provided a detailed description of these energy
conditions, which involved considering the contraction
of timelike and null vectors in relation to various ten-
sors, such as the energy-momentum tensor, Ricci ten-
sor, and Einstein tensor. Furthermore, Capozziello et
al.[42, 43] contributed to this understanding by offering
clear explanations of energy conditions within the con-
text of modified gravities.

The structure of this study is as follows: In Sec. II,
we provide an introduction to the fundamental concepts
of Weyl-type f(Q,T) gravity. Sec. III is dedicated to
the modified Friedmann equations in Weyl-type f(Q, T)
gravity, where we also present the two well-motivated
forms of the function f(Q, T): (i) the linear model rep-
resented by f(Q,T) = aQ + %T, and (ii) the coupling
model represented by f(Q,T) = @QT. The discus-

sion on energy conditions is presented in Sec. IV. In Sec.
V, to study the implications of this theory, we propose a
deceleration parameter with a single unknown parame-
ter x and apply it to the modified Friedmann equations
of Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity. Finally, in the concluding
Secs. VI and VII, we present the obtained results and
provide a comprehensive summary.

II. INTRODUCTION OF WEYL-TYPE f(Q, T) GRAVITY:
A COMPREHENSIVE OVERVIEW

The action governing Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity can
be expressed as [35, 36],

s= [ v-gd'x {x%(g T) — {WapW® — 2 mlwguf+
AMR A6V, wt — 6w,w!) + Ly | . (1)

In this context, the field strength tensor of the vec-
tor field is denoted as Wip = Vpwa — Vawg, where
w, represents the vector field itself. The quantity x> =
1/167G, with G being the gravitational constant, and
m denotes the particle mass associated with the vector
field. The matter Lagrangian is denoted as £;,. The
action comprises of three terms. The first term corre-
sponds to the gravitational interaction described by the
Weyl-type f(Q,T) function. The second term repre-
sents the ordinary kinetic term of the vector field, while
the third term accounts for the mass term associated
with the vector field. It should be noted that the func-
tion f(Q,T) denotes an arbitrary function of the non-
metricity scalar Q and the trace of the matter-energy-
momentum tensor T. In addition, the symbol A rep-

resents the Lagrange multiplier. It is introduced as a
parameter to enforce constraints or conditions within
the theory, especially, imposing the flat geometry con-
straint i.e. the total curvature vanishing of the Weyl
space (R = 0).

The scalar of the non-metricity, denoted as Q, assumes
a crucial role within our theory, significantly influencing
its dynamics. It is defined as,

Q = _gaﬁ (LK‘BL%]A, - LIP/IVLZIB) ’ (2)

where LQ/; denotes the tensor of deformation read as,

1
Lu/}ﬁ = _Eg/w (th'yﬁ + Q/S’ya - Q'yrxﬁ) . 3)

In Riemannian geometry, both the Levi-Civita connec-
tion 1"213 and the metric tensor g,4 can be compatible,
meaning that their covariant derivative with respect to
the connection vanishes, i.e., V},gw = 0. However,
in Weyl’s geometry, this compatibility seems to be al-
tered. The non-metricity captures the deviation from
metric compatibility, providing insights into the geo-
metric properties of the spacetime under consideration.
So, we have,

Quap = Vigap = 0ugap — Tfmgpﬁ - Tﬁﬁgpﬂ = 2Wu8up,
4)

where,
—A

and Fgﬁ represent the semi-metric connection in Weyl
geometry and the Christoffel symbol in terms of the
metric tensor g,p, respectively. Weyl introduced the
semi-metric connection to capture the joint variation of
both direction and magnitude experienced by a vector
field.

Taking into account Eqs. (2)-(4), we are able to derive
the following relationship:

Q = —6uw?. (6)

By performing the variation of the action with re-
spect to the vector field, we derive the generalized Proca
equation, which governs the evolution of the field,

VAW, — (m? + 1262 g + 120)wy = 6VeA.  (7)

Upon comparing Eq. (7) with the standard Proca
equation, we observe that the effective dynamical mass
of the vector field can be expressed as follows:

miy = m?* +12¢ fo + 12). (8)



where fo = M It is noteworthy that the Lagrange
multiplier field yields an effective current for the vector
field. In the realm of quantum field theory, experimental
measurements often reveal deviations between the ob-
served mass and the bare mass, which can be attributed
to the presence of interactions. So, Eq. (8) highlights
that within the framework of Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity,
such deviations in mass can also stem from the nontriv-
ial geometric characteristics of the spacetime.

Moreover, the generalized field equation is obtained
by varying the action with respect to the metric tensor,
as governed by Eq. (1),

1 K2

5 (T,X/g + Saﬁ) — Ksz (T,Xﬁ + ®rxﬁ) = _Eg"‘lgf(Q’ T)
— 6K fowatog + A (Raﬁ — 6w wg + SgKﬁprP)
+38upWF VoA — 610, Vg A + gap0A — Vo VA, (9)

where
_ 2 U(/=8Lm)
Top = N (10)
and
fr= QT a

respectively. Furthermore, we define the quantity ©,4
as follows:

o, 52 L
— wvo__ m
Oup = g 38up = gupLlm —2Typ — 28" SgPsghv (12)

Within the aforementioned field equation, S,z repre-
sents the rescaled energy-momentum tensor associated
with the free Proca field,

1 1
Sup = — 7 8upWor W' + WapWj — 5 gagitpw + m*wacwg.

(13)

In the Weyl-type f(Q, T') theory, the divergence of the

matter-energy-momentum tensor can be expressed as
follows [35]:

12

V*Tap = smar |2Vp(Lnfr) = frVpT = 2TV fr .

+ 2K2fT
(14)

Thus, the equation presented above demonstrates
that in the Weyl-type f(Q, T) theory, the matter energy-
momentum tensor does not exhibit conservation. Also,
itis important to highlight that when fr = 0, the energy-
momentum tensor becomes conserved.

III. COSMOLOGICAL WEYL-TYPE f(Q, T) MODELS

Let us assume that the Universe is described by
a homogeneous, isotropic, and spatially Friedmann-
Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) line element. This
line element, which captures the overall geometry of the
Universe, can be expressed as,

dr?
1—kr2

ds*> = —dt? + a?(t) ( - er02> , (15)

where t represents the cosmic time, a(t) denotes the
scale factor representing the expansion of the Universe,
r is the comoving radial coordinate, k corresponds to
the curvature of the spatial sections (taking values k =
—1,0,1 for open, flat, and closed Universes, respec-
tively), and dO? represents the line element of the unit
2-sphere. In this study, we specifically focus on the flat
case of the FLRW model i.e. kK = 0. In addition, we as-
sume that the vector field can be characterized as,

wy = [(t),0,0,0] . (16)

Thus, w? = w,w®* = —p(t) and Q = —6w? = 6¢*(t).

Furthermore, we assume that the Universe can be
described as a perfect fluid in which the energy-
momentum tensor is defined as,

Tyv = (P + P) UyUy + pP8uv, (17)

where p represents the energy density, p denotes
the pressure, and u® corresponds to the 4-velocity
of the fluid (u,u*® = —1). This suggests that

Tg = diag (—p,p,p,p), and @g = 5gp—2Tg =

diag (20 +p,—p, =P, —p)-

In the cosmological scenario, the constraints of flat
space and the generalized Proca equation can be ex-
pressed as,

¢ = H+2H?+¢* —3Hy, (18)
. 1 1
A= (—6m2 2% fg — 2A> = —gmgffq), (19)
oA = 0. (20)
where H(t) = % represents the Hubble parameter,

which characterizes the rate of expansion of the Uni-
verse, and dot (.) represents the derivative with respect
to time t.

Using Eq. (9) and employing the provided metric (15),
we derive the generalized Friedmann equations as [35],

2 1 K> 2 1 5\
il p)+ 30 = 50~ (620 + ) v

—3A(y? — H?) = 3A(y — H), (21)



1 2 2.2 _
—sp="f+ '”41/’ + A(3¢? + 3H? +2H)

+ 3y +2H)A + A. (22)

The generalized Friedmann equations (21) and (22)
can be equivalently expressed in an effective form as,

1
2 _ -~
3H = o (0 + pegy ) (23)
. 1
2H = - (P+Peff+P+Peff) (24)
where
2 2 2, mAY? 2
Peff = MeggHp + 2% f1 (0 + p) — x°f — —6AY”,
(25)
and
My (- 2 2 2
Perp = X (9497 —4Hp) + 7 f + 4 fop
2.2
LY eay?, (26)

2

respectively. In the special case where f = 0, ¢ = 0,
and A = «2, the gravitational action (1) simplifies to
the standard Hilbert-Einstein action. As a consequence,
the generalized equations (21) and (22) reduce to the
standard Friedmann equations in GR. Specifically, these

J

equations become 3H? = % and 2H = — (p;;f ), respec-

tively. In this limit, the energy density p and pressure p
behave according to the standard framework of GR.

In order to examine the behavior of energy condi-
tions, we will examine various cosmological models
within the framework of Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity the-
ory. These models correspond to different selections
of the function f(Q,T), which characterizes the non-
minimal coupling between the scalar non-metricity and
matter. Additionally, we will assume an additional
equation to study the dynamics of geometric and physi-
cal cosmological quantities in Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity.
We consider two specific functional forms for f(Q, T)
as: f(Q,T) = aQ+ 6%7" (linear model) and f(Q,T) =

(,Hiz;@ QT (coupling model). In addition, we assume that
0

M? = m? /x?, which represents the dimensionless quan-
tity related to the mass of the Weyl vector field, indi-
cating the strength of the coupling between Weyl geom-
etry and matter. In this work, we consider a value of
M = 0.95 for the mass parameter, with A = k% =1[35].

A fQT)=aQ+ &T

For the first cosmological model in Weyl-type f(Q, T)
gravity, we will examine the scenario where the function
f(Q,T)canbeexpressedas f(Q,T) = aQ + 6%7", where

« and B are constants. Hence, fo = « and fr = %. By

selecting this specific form for the function f(Q, T) and
solving Egs. (21) and (22), we derive the expressions for
the pressure p, energy density p, and equation of state
(EoS) parameter w = 0 3

3 |m2 (12(20B + 30+ B) + (2B +3)M?) + 45}4
= 2 (22 + 98+ 9) ’ 27)
3 [12(8+2)H + B2 (12(2aﬁ +30+38+6)+ (28 + 3)M2)]
p=- 2 (262 +9B+9) ’ (28)
H2 [240B +36(a + B +2) + (2B + 3)M2} +12(B+2)H
¢ T T HZ(122aB + 3a+ P) + (2B + 3)M2) + 4K (29)
[
B. f(QT)= g5 QT #%KZQT, where v is a constant. Hence, fo = éﬁgiz and

For the second cosmological model in Weyl-type
f(Q,T) gravity, we will examine the scenario where
the function f(Q,T) can be expressed as f(Q,T) =

fr= %. By selecting this specific form for the func-

tion f(Q, T) and solving Eqs. (21) and (22), we derive
the expressions for the pressure p, energy density p, and



H2H? {27H2 (M2 +60) +40Fi - HgMZ]

EoS parameter w as,

- , (30)
2 (872H* + 4y H2HZ + H})
H2 {27144 (M2 +12) + 8 (yH? + H ) + H?H3 (M2 + 24)]
P 2 (892H1 + 4yH2H] + HY ) ' o
o 2yH* (M2 +12) + 8H (yH? + H3) + H2HE (M +24) | )

H2 [29H2 (M2 + 60) + 407 H — HZM?|

IV. ENERGY CONDITIONS

In this section, we will examine the energy condi-
tions in specific models of Weyl-type f(Q,T) gravity.
By considering different choices of the function f(Q, T),
we will explore how these models satisfy or deviate
from the energy conditions commonly used in GR. In
the study of the Universe, certain physical parameters
such as the deceleration parameter and the EoS parame-
ter play a crucial role. However, an important aspect of
modern cosmology involves investigating energy con-
ditions, which are derived from the Raychaudhuri equa-
tion [40]. The Raychaudhuri equation is the foundation
for establishing energy conditions that satisfy the attrac-
tive nature of gravity and ensure the positivity of energy
density. These conditions are essential for maintaining

J

(

the consistency of null, timelike, and lightlike geodesics.
In Riemann geometry, the Raychaudhuri equation is ex-
pressed as [44],

a6 1

FE —592 — 0" + wyywt’ — Ryyufu”,  (33)
where Ry, is the Ricci tensor, 6 is the expansion factor,
and o*” and wy,y correspond to the shear and rotation as-
sociated with the vector field u¥. For gravity exhibiting
attractive behavior, Eq. (33) fulfill the following condi-
tion:

Ryyutu” > 0. (34)

In the context of Weyl geometry with non-metricity,
the Raychaudhuri equation is modified to account for
the specific geometric properties as [36],

’ , 2
o, () ()
|:9 — 2wyu”] = —g 6 — 212 — (U;ﬂ/ly + 212 — C()MMV — Ryvuyuv — 0';41/04/”/ + ww/wl’”/ + V”fy
—lf”V 12 — 2w, f* -2 (cu u”)z — 2uPu'V yw, + PV w, — 21w, wh (35)
12 H H H uv K [

where the equation describes the specific form of the ex-
tra force in Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity given by

12 - (lz)
0 — OV H — 0 _ Pyl
f ; ph \Y% (THV pgw) + T
(36)

Here, I[(x") is an arbitrary function of space and time
coordinates, h*f is a generalized projection tensor op-

(

erator in Weyl geometry [36]. It is important to note
that the influence of the non-minimal coupling between
matter and geometry, represented by f(Q, T), affects the
Raychaudhuri equation (35) through the expression of
an extra force as shown in Eq. (36). In addition, when
fr =0, corresponding to the minimal coupling between
matter and geometry, the above equation simplifies to
the generalized Raychaudhuri equation in the coinci-



dence gravity theory [18]. The coincidence gravity the-
ory is a broader framework than symmetric teleparallel
gravity. Hence, considering Eq. (35) with fr = 0 can be
regarded as the Raychaudhuri equation of the general-
ized STEGR.

The energy conditions are employed to investigate the
expansion of the Universe. Several forms of energy con-
ditions exist, including the null energy condition (NEC),
weak energy condition (WEC), dominant energy condi-
tion (DEC), and strong energy condition (SEC). Thus,
when considering a perfect fluid matter distribution, the
energy conditions are defined as,

e NEC if Peff + Peff = 0;

o WECIf porr > 0, 0077 + peff > 0;
* DECif popr > 0, [pesf| < peff
e SEC if Peff + 3Peff > 0.

Here, p.rr and p,ss are the effective energy density
and pressure, respectively. In the following subsections,
we will derive the energy conditions for the two mod-
els being analyzed. It is important to emphasize that
our consideration of the effective quantities stems from
their ability to account for the modifications to the grav-
itational theory in the Weyl-type f(Q, T) function.

A fQT)=aQ+ LT

Using Eqgs. (27) and (29), we get the energy conditions of the form

3 <H2 (12208 + 30+ B) + (2B +3)M?) + 4/3H>

- >0, 37
P 2 (262 +9B +9) = (37)
3 <H2 (12(0c +1)+ M2) + 4H>
- >0, 38
p+p 553 > (38)
12 (3H2 + )
e T %9)
6 (HZ (6(4zxﬁ +6a+58+9)+ (2B + 3)M2) +2(58 + 9)H>
3p = — > 0. 4
PP 282 +9B+9 =0 “0)
B. f(QT) = ghaQT
Using Eqgs. (32) and (30), we get the energy conditions of the form
H2H? <27H2 (M2 +60) + 407H - H§M2>
p = >0, (41)
2 (892H* + 4y H2HE + HY)
167H?H3 (3H2 + H) — H} (HZ (M2 +12) + 4H>
_ >0, i)
prp 872H4+47H2H5+H3 = ( )
2H2 <7H4 (M2 +36) +2H (6vH? + HE ) + 6H2Hg->
= >0, 43
pop §92H* + 4yH2H2 + H} = *3)
2HZ <'yH4 (M2 —12) + Fi (6H3 — 4yH?) + HZH} (M + 18))
0+3p = — > 0. (44)

8y2H* + 4yH2H? + Hj



V. CONSTRAINTS FROM OBSERVATIONAL DATA

The given system of Eqgs. (21) and (22) represents a
set of two equations with three unknowns: p, p, and
H. To analyze the energy conditions and further inves-
tigate the system, an additional physically meaningful
condition needs to be imposed. In this particular study,
we choose to consider the deceleration parameter as a
means to establish this condition. In this analysis, we
will consider the parametrization form of the decelera-
tion parameter (DP) as,

2

T T+ @)

q(z) =1
where z represents the redshift and yx is a parameter that
determines the rate of deceleration.

The parameterization method of the deceleration pa-
rameter has been widely used in cosmological studies as
it provides a flexible and convenient way to explore dif-
ferent expansion scenarios of the Universe [45-50]. Here
are some motivations behind this parametrization form
given by Eq. (45):

* Redshift dependence [1, 2]: The deceleration pa-
rameter, which characterizes the rate of expansion
of the Universe, is expected to evolve with cosmic
time. The parametrization form incorporates the
redshift z as a variable, allowing us to study the
behavior of the deceleration parameter at different
cosmic epochs.

* Model-independent approach [51, 52]: The
parametrization form does not rely on specific cos-
mological models or assumptions. Instead, it pro-
vides a phenomenological description that can be
applied to various theoretical frameworks, includ-
ing both DE and modified gravity models.

¢ Flexibility in cosmic acceleration: By adjusting
the parameter y, the parametrization allows for
a wide range of possibilities for cosmic accelera-
tion. It enables the exploration of both accelerating
and decelerating phases of the Universe, as well as
transitions between them.

e Comparison with observational data: The
parametrization form can be constrained using
observational data, such as supernovae type
Ia, baryon acoustic oscillations, and cosmic mi-
crowave background observations. By fitting the
parametrization to the data, one can test differ-
ent cosmological scenarios and evaluate the con-
sistency with observations.

In addition, below are the values of the parametrized
deceleration parameter for different cosmic epochs:

¢ Past Universe (Early Universe): At very early
times, when z >> 1, the deceleration parameter
approaches g(z) ~ 1. This corresponds to a de-
celerating Universe dominated by matter and ra-
diation.

¢ Present Universe: For the present epoch, with
z ~ 0, the deceleration parameter is given by
g(z) =1—- ﬁ Depending on the value of x, the
deceleration parameter can take different values.
For x = 0, we have ¢(z) = 1, indicating a matter-
dominated Universe with no cosmic acceleration.
For x > 0, the deceleration parameter becoming
smaller than 1 does not necessarily imply an accel-
erating Universe. So, the specific value of x deter-
mines the strength of the acceleration, with larger
values indicating a more rapid expansion.

¢ Future Universe: As we move towards the future,
with increasing redshift z < 0, the deceleration pa-
rameter evolves depending on the chosen value of
Xx. If x =0, the deceleration parameter asymptoti-
cally approaches g(z) ~ —1, indicating a Universe
undergoing constant acceleration. This behavior
implies an exponential expansion known as the de
Sitter phase. Also, for distant future, z ~= —1 im-

plying q(z) = —1.

It's important to note that the specific values of the
deceleration parameter depend on the chosen value of
x. Different values of x lead to different cosmological
scenarios, ranging from deceleration to acceleration in
various cosmic epochs.

The relationship between the deceleration parameter
and the Hubble parameter can be expressed by the fol-
lowing equation:

H(z) = Hpexp (/OZ 1(;__322)) dz) . (46)

By substituting Eq. (45) into Eq. (46), we obtain the
expression for H(z) as follows:

Nl—

H(z) = Hp [A(l vyt B} ) 47)

where Hy is the present value of H(z), A = {5 and B =
1

T35+ Further, the derivative of the Hubble parameter
with respect to time can be expressed as

B=" o (1ynEl (48)



Next, we assess the validity of the parametrization
by examining its consistency with recent observational
data, specifically the observational Hubble data, and
Type la supernovae (SNe Ia):

e Hubble dataset: We consider 31 Hubble data
points obtained using the differential age (DA) ap-
proach [53-55].

¢ SNe Ia dataset: We also include 1048 SNe Ia lu-
minosity distance estimates from the Pan-STARSS
1 (PS1) Medium Deep Survey, the Low-z, SDSS,
SNLS, and HST missions in the Pantheon sample
[56, 57].

To analyze the cosmological observational data, we
adopt the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sam-
pling technique. Our approach expands on existing
studies by incorporating an extensive range of data and
applying more stringent priors on the model param-
eters. Specifically, we focus on the parameter space
s = (Hp, x) and employ the emcee library [58] for par-
allelized MCMC sampling. Our analysis utilizes 100
walkers and 1000 steps to obtain reliable results. By
combining the information from the two types of data
(Hubble and Pantheon), we extract valuable insights
into the model parameters and their uncertainties.

We define the #? function for the joint Hub-
ble+Pantheon data as

=2 =2 =2
onint = XHubble T XPantheons (49)
where
3L [H(65,2;) — Hops(2:)]”
~2 Sr4q obs\~i
Hubble ; (T(Zi)z
and

1048

~2 -1
XPantheon = "21 Ayi (CPuntheon)i]- A#f (51)
ij=

Here, the variables are defined as follows: H(z;) rep-
resents the theoretical value of the Hubble parameter
for a specific model at different redshifts z;, Hyps(2;) is
the observed value of the Hubble parameter, o(z;) rep-
resents the observational error, Ay; = pg — Hobs T€P-
resents the difference between the theoretical and ob-
served distance modulus, and Cl;uln theon 1S the inverse of
the covariance matrix of the Pantheon sample. For more
detailed information, please refer to the following Refs.
[25, 27, 37].

The observational constraints on the model parame-
ters are obtained by minimizing the corresponding >

using the MCMC method. The results of this analysis,

I Hubble
Pantheon

I joint

0.3}

i TN
0.1r 4 j
66 68 70 72 0.1 0.2 0.3
Ho X

FIG. 1: The likelihood contours of the 1 —c and 2 — o
confidence levels of the model parameters Hy
(km/s/Mpc) and x using the Hubble and Pantheon
samples.

including the best-fit values and uncertainties for the
model parameters, are summarized in Tab. I. Further,
the 1 — ¢ and 2 — ¢ likelihood contours on the model
parameters are shown in Fig. 1, providing a graphi-
cal representation of the allowed parameter regions. In
Figs. 2 and 3, the error bar fit for the considered model is
shown, along with the ACDM model with Q),,0 = 0.315,
and Hy = 67.4 km/s/Mpc [59]. These figures illustrate
the goodness of fit for the model and provide a visual
comparison with the standard ACDM model. While
our analysis reveals that the values of Hy for the Hubble
dataset, Pantheon, and the combined dataset are close to
those of the ACDM model, suggesting consistency with
the standard model, it is important to note that the de-
termination of which model is superior is not solely de-
pendent on Hy. The superiority of a cosmological model
is determined by its ability to provide a more complete
and accurate description of the universe’s evolution, in-
cluding its ability to explain a wide range of observa-
tional data beyond just the value of Hy. In this con-
text, while the values of Hy are comparable between our
model and the ACDM model, our model offers addi-
tional advantages, such as a more flexible description
of the cosmological evolution, better fit to observational
data, and theoretical consistency.
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datasets Hy (km/s/Mpc) X Ztr wo Model 1)  wy (Model 2)
Priors (60,80) (—10,10) — — —
Hubble 682117 016570032 —0.7275%¢ 057709  —0.805%7 —0.891001
Pantheon 689724 01971908 —067101" 050701 —07670% —0.891001
Joint 68.8713 017370038 —0.71790¢ 0557007 —0.79700) —0.897501

TABLE I: The results of MCMC on cosmological parameters using the Hubble and Pantheon samples.

3001 —— DP model
-=-- ACDM
@ From Hubble dataset

250 1

50 1

0.0 0.5 1.0

15 2.0 2.5

FIG. 2: The evolution of Hubble parameter H(z) as a function of redshift z: Comparison between ACDM model
(black dashed line) and DP model (red line) with error bars (steel-blue dots)

—— DP model
467 ——- AcDM
® From Pantheon dataset

0.0 0.5 1.0

FIG. 3: The evolution of distance modulus y(z) as a function of redshift z: Comparison between ACDM model
(black dashed line) and DP model (red line) with error bars (steel-blue dots)

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The behavior of the deceleration parameter g provides
valuable insights into the dynamics of cosmic accelera-
tion throughout the evolution of the Universe. Fig. 4
showcases the intriguing findings of our analysis for the
constrained values of the model parameters obtained
from the joint Hubble+Pantheon data analysis, reveal-
ing the transition of g4 from a decelerated phase 4 > 0
to an accelerated phase g < 0 at a specific redshift z;

(

(i.e. g = 0). This transition signifies a significant shift
in the dominant cosmic forces driving the expansion.
The observed value of z;, = 0.55f8:8;, as reported by
recent observations [60, 61], further validates the credi-
bility of our results. The value of z, aligns with the cur-
rent understanding of cosmic acceleration and is con-
sistent with various independent measurements. Fur-
thermore, for the model parameters constrained by the
Hubble+Pantheon dataset, the present value of the de-
celeration parameter is qp = —O.71f8:8§ [62, 63]. There-



fore, the detailed investigation of 4 and its correspond-
ing redshift z;, is crucial for comprehending the under-
lying physics governing the expansion of the Universe.
It provides important constraints on cosmological mod-
els and sheds light on the nature of DE or modifica-
tions to gravity at different cosmic epochs. Our find-
ings demonstrate the capability of the employed model
to capture the complex dynamics of the Universe, incor-
porating both decelerated and accelerated phases of ex-
pansion. This comprehensive understanding of cosmic
evolution enhances our knowledge of the underlying
cosmological mechanisms and brings us closer to unrav-
eling the mysteries of the Universe’s past, present, and
future.

-1.0-‘—/

-1 0 1 2 3 4

z

FIG. 4: The evolution of the deceleration parameter g as
a function of redshift z for the constrained values of
model parameters from the joint data analysis.

The EoS parameter w also provides valuable insights
into the nature of cosmic expansion by characterizing
the relationship between energy density p and pressure
p. By examining the behavior of w, we can classify the
different phases of the Universe’s expansion. For in-
stance, when w = 1, it represents a stiff fluid, indicating
an extreme scenario where pressure is equal to energy
density. On the other hand, the matter-dominated phase
is characterized by w = 0, signifying a scenario where
pressure is negligible compared to energy density. In
the radiation-dominated phase, we observe w = %, in-
dicating a state where radiation dominates the cosmic
dynamics. Furthermore, when w lies within the range
-1 <w< —%, it represents the quintessence phase,
where a scalar field with a time-evolving EoS drives
the accelerated expansion [64, 65]. The special case of
w = —1 corresponds to the cosmological constant, com-
monly referred to as the ACDM model [66], which ac-
curately describes the observed acceleration of the Uni-
verse. In certain scenarios, we may encounter a phase
known as the phantom era, characterized by w < —1
[67, 68]. During this phase, the pressure becomes more
negative than the energy density, leading to exotic phe-
nomena and potential instabilities in cosmic evolution.
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It is worth noting that for an accelerating Universe, w
must satisfy the condition w < —1/3. This condition
is equivalent to a violation of the SEC. The SEC is one
of the energy conditions in GR that imposes certain con-
straints on the behavior of energy and matter in the Uni-
verse. According to the SEC, the sum of the energy den-
sity and three times the pressure should always be non-
negative, which can be expressed as p +3p > 0. This
condition ensures that the gravitational effects of mat-
ter and energy are attractive and prevents the existence
of exotic forms of matter with repulsive gravity. How-
ever, in the case of an accelerating Universe, where the
expansion rate is increasing over time, the violation of
the strong energy condition (0 +3p < Oor w < —1/3)
becomes necessary [69].

A fIQT)=aQ+ LT

In order to ensure a physically meaningful and obser-
vationally consistent cosmological model, specific val-
ues for the model parameters need to be chosen. In
this study, we have selected the values « = —1.07 and
B = 0.5 for this purpose. These parameter values have
been chosen to satisfy two important criteria: ensuring
the positivity of the energy density and aligning the EoS
parameter with observational constraints.

Fig. 5 illustrates the relationship between the den-
sity parameter and redshift. One can observe that the
density parameter is consistently positive for all redshift
values. Moreover, at redshift z = 0, the density pa-
rameter is strictly positive and as the redshift increases,
the energy density also increases. This behavior con-
firms that the WEC is satisfied in this model. It indi-
cates that the Universe’s energy content remains non-
negative and increases as the Universe expands. The
behavior of the EoS parameter in Fig. 6 clearly indi-
cates that —1 < w < —1/3, suggesting the presence
of quintessence DE and implying an accelerating phase
of the Universe. It is noteworthy that the current value
of the EoS parameter for this case is wy = —0.791’8:83
[70-73] for the joint Hubble+Pantheon data.

The energy conditions for this particular scenario are
depicted in Figs. 7a, 7b and 7c.

The violation of the SEC on a cosmological scale is an
intriguing aspect of modern cosmology. It suggests the
presence of exotic forms of energy or modifications to
the laws of gravity at cosmic scales. In light of the SEC’s
significance, we examined the acceptable ranges of the
model parameter B, as depicted in Fig. 7a. The parame-
ter « is fixed to be —1.07, while B ranges from 0.5 to 3.0.
The variation in f leads to changes in the behavior of



the SEC. For values of 8 < 0, the SEC exhibits some pos-
itive behavior. We focused on the range of 8 < 0 where
the violation of the SEC is more pronounced. Further-
more, a negative value of w implies p + 3p < 0, indi-
cating a violation of the SEC at the present epoch. The

150 -

100

pI3H2

50~

-1 0 1 2 3 4

FIG. 5: The evolution of the density parameter p; as a
function of redshift z (linear model).
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results shown in Figs. 7b and 7c demonstrate that the
NEC and DEC are satisfied for this particular scenario.
These conclusions are supported by the behavior of the
energy density shown in Fig. 5. Thus, the validation
of the NEC and the energy density together confirm the
fulfillment of the WEC.

0.4
0.2
0.0

-0.2

-0.41

-0.6f

-0.8}

-1.0 7_/

-1 0 1 2 3 4
z

FIG. 6: The evolution of the EoS parameter w; as a
function of redshift z (linear model).
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FIG. 7: The evolution of the energy conditions as a function of redshift z (linear model).

B. f(Q/ T) = W’EKZQT

The density and EoS parameters corresponding to this
scenario are illustrated below.

Fig. 8 presents the relationship between the density
parameter and redshift, considering the parameter val-
ues v = 0.315. It is evident that the density param-
eter is consistently positive for all redshift values. At
z = 0, the density parameter is strictly positive and
it grows as the redshift increases. This behavior is in
line with our understanding of an expanding Universe
where the energy density of cosmic components, such
as DE, decreases with time. The behavior of the EoS pa-
rameter in Fig. 9 exhibits a similar pattern to the pre-
vious model. It is found that the EoS parameter lies
within the range —1 < w < —1/3, which implies the

presence of quintessence DE and an accelerating phase
of the Universe. Specifically, for this scenario, the cur-
rent value of the EoS parameter is determined to be
wy = —0.897001 [70-73] (for the joint data). This value
indicates that the DE component in the Universe is con-
sistent with quintessence, driving the accelerated expan-
sion observed in cosmological observations.

In Fig. 10a, we show the behavior of the SEC while
varying the parameter < in the small range of 0.315 to
0.340. It is observed that with the variation of vy, the SEC
is violated at the present epoch. As y moves with a small
change, there is a noticeable change in the SEC behavior,
and it exhibits a more pronounced violation within the
mentioned range. The negative behavior of the SEC in-
dicates the accelerated expansion of the Universe, con-
sistent with the presence of DE. On the other hand, the



NEC and the DEC are not violated, as their behaviors
remain positive throughout (refer to Figs. 10b and 10c).

1.8—_/
-1 0 1 2 3 4
z

FIG. 8: The evolution of the density parameter p, as a
function of redshift z (coupling model).
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The satisfaction of NEC along with the positive behav-
ior of the density parameter confirms the validity of the
WEC.

-0.2

-0.4

3 -06

-0.8
-1.0 —/ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
-1 0 1 2 3 4

z

FIG. 9: The evolution of the EoS parameter w; as a
function of redshift z (coupling model).
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FIG. 10: The evolution of the energy conditions as a function of redshift z (coupling model).

VII. CONCLUSION

Recent observational studies provide compelling ev-
idence for the accelerated expansion of the Universe.
This accelerated expansion is attributed to the presence
of a high negative pressure component called DE, which
satisfies the condition p + 3p < 0 or w < —1/3. This ob-
servation has motivated further investigations into the
nature of gravity and led to the development of modi-
fied theories of gravity, which aim to provide a geomet-
rical extension to GR. These modified theories of gravity
offer alternative explanations for the observed cosmic
acceleration and seek to reconcile them with our under-
standing of fundamental physics.

In this paper, we have investigated the cosmological
implications and constraints of Weyl-type f(Q, T) grav-
ity. This theory introduces a coupling between the non-
metricity Q and the trace T of the energy-momentum
tensor, using the principles of proper Weyl geometry. In

this geometry, the scalar non-metricity Q, which charac-
terizes the deviations from Riemannian geometry, is ex-
pressed in its standard Weyl form and is determined by
a vector field w,. To study the implications of this the-
ory, we have proposed a deceleration parameter with a
single unknown parameter x. By solving the field equa-
tions derived from Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity, we have
studied the behavior of the energy conditions within
this framework. The energy conditions provide im-
portant constraints on the physical viability of a the-
ory, and by examining their satisfaction or violation,
we have gained valuable insights into the nature of the
gravitational theory and its compatibility with observa-
tional data. Especially, we have employed two well-
motivated forms of the function f(Q, T) to investigate

the gravitational theory: (i) the linear model represented
by f(Q,T) = aQ + %T, and (ii) the coupling model

- i -
represented by f(Q,T) = 6 QT. We further inves
tigated the behavior of the deceleration parameter with



respect to redshift, considering the values Hy = 68.8f%:§
and x = 0.1731’8:8;2, which were obtained from the joint
Hubble+Pantheon dataset. The deceleration parameter
q exhibits a transition from an early decelerating phase
to the current accelerated expansion of the Universe at
a redshift of z;, = 0.551“8:8;, consistent with the lit-
erature values. The present value of the deceleration
parameter gq is determined to be —0.711“8:82, aligning
with previous findings. It is very important to note that
the parameters of the deceleration parameter have been
constrained using different datasets (Hubble and Pan-
theon), as presented in Tab. I and Fig. 1. By observing
the convergence of these parameter values, our focus
has shifted towards analyzing the joint dataset to derive
more robust and reliable results.

In Sec. VI, we have investigated the behavior of den-
sity, EoS parameter, and energy conditions for the two
models of Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity. The density pa-
rameter in both models exhibits positive behavior, in-
dicating a non-negative energy content of the Universe.
Furthermore, the EoS parameter analysis reveals that it
lies within the range of —1 < w < —1/3, signifying the
presence of quintessence DE and implying an acceler-
ating phase of the Universe [64, 65]. The values of the
model parameters «, B, and < are further used to in-
vestigate the behavior of various energy conditions in
relation to the EoS parameter. In both the models pre-
sented in Sec. VI, the energy conditions, namely the
NEC, WEC, and DEC, are satisfied. This is observed
through the analysis of the corresponding figures, such
as Figs. 7 and 10. However, it should be noted that the
SEC is violated in these models. This violation of SEC
is indicative of the accelerated expansion of the Uni-
verse and is consistent with previous studies and obser-
vations.

In this study, we have focused on two specific cases of
Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity, namely the linear and cou-
pling models. These models have provided valuable in-
sights into the behavior of energy conditions and the dy-
namics of the Universe. In the Weyl-type f(Q, T) grav-
ity theory, the cosmological evolution’s nature is signif-
icantly influenced by the values of the model parame-
ters and the functional form of f(Q,T). Our analysis
of specific models and a range of cosmological parame-
ters reveals a fundamental result: the universe initiated
its recent evolution in a decelerating phase before tran-
sitioning into an accelerating phase. The values of the
model parameters allow for the construction of a wide
range of cosmological scenarios, encompassing the evo-
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lution of the universe through the radiation era (w = %),
matter era (w = 0), quintessence era (—1 < w < —%),
and ACDM model (w = —1). Remarkably, the linear
model predicted three phases of the universe (see Fig.
6), similar to the ACDM model (radiation, matter, and
acceleration phases), whereas the coupling model pre-
dicts only the acceleration phase (see Fig. 9). In con-
trast to the standard ACDM model, our models exhibit
quintessence-like behavior akin to a DE model. Despite
deviating from the ACDM paradigm in certain aspects,
the variant of the Weyl-type f(Q, T) modified gravity
theory considered here remains capable of explaining
current observational data on cosmological parameters.
It provides a compelling and internally consistent expla-
nation for the accelerating expansion of the Universe.
However, it is important to note that our analysis is not
exhaustive, and there are still other possible models to

explore. One such example is the exponential case i.e.
13

f(Q,T) = que"’Hf% © + 2 T, which was mentioned as
the third model in the original paper [35]. Future inves-
tigations can delve into studying this particular model
and its implications for the energy conditions and the
evolution of the Universe.

Further, in light of the limitations of our models, a
key question arises regarding the feasibility of directly
solving the field equations in Weyl-type f(Q, T) gravity,
as opposed to resorting to the parametrization method
(such as Eq. (45)) [25-27]. It is worth noting that ob-
taining exact solutions to these field equations is highly
challenging due to their complexity. However, despite
the current difficulties, future research efforts may aim
to tackle this challenge and explore the possibility of ob-
taining direct solutions.
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